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, Cl.ims4.nd33h.vcb«nc«.=U«.. No new m.«« h« been 

respectfully request reconsideration of the outstandmg rejections and 
claims in view of the reasons set forth below. 

Apvllcants' representative thanks the Examiner for the courtesies extended during 

..ho:::;^^^^^^^^^ 

..hehelievedclairnlshould.ean.endedtoinc.^^^^^^ 

features .o. other claitns and/or features discus^^e ^p P ^^^^^^^^ 

believe that such an amendment is necessary. Applicants represen 
make the requested changes to claim 1 . 

Claim 1-3, 6-10. "''^ " " 
Claims ,.7, i ..13. 17. 10, 29-35, 39. 40-41, 45 «.d 48 have ^ r.lec»d under 35 
U.S.C. 5 102m as being antlolpaled by the Shannon reference. 

Claims 8-10. 14-16. 18-19. 36-38. 42-44 and 46-47 have been rejected .»der 35 U.Sj:. 5 
,„3Ca,^ZU.en..b,eover,HeSh.nno„.eference.nvie»of.b^ 

C,.lm,2,-28and49.56ba.be.nr.e„..d^^^^^^^^^^^ 
unpatentable over the Elmroth reference m view of the Research t»ys 
view of the Shannon reference. 

riaim Reiectir iT? - ^< ^.C. 6 IQl 
CWms 1-3, 6-10. 29-32. and 34-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 5 101 becavae the 
c.mer:e„«on;s.le.ed,.direc.edtonons^^^^ 
3). Specifically, the Examiner states "one skill [sio] in the art wo 
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. rn a functional and concrete step acting upon the elements recited, the definition 
existence of (0 a ^-^'^^ ^^.He result being the consequence 

^dthedescripuon— on(n)at.g^^^^^^^^^ 

of an action using/operated upon, say, the description j 

respectfully traverse this rejection ^— _ - - - — — 

Claim I 

Amended claim 1 reads as follows: 

"In a computing device, a method comprising: 
providing a definition of a ^etion associated with a first language; 
creating description information about the fimction from the definmon of a 
function associated with a first language; and „„^„ril„e 

definition of the function." 

A^llcant, respectfully submit that this r=i«tion cs^ot b. w"'* to daUn 1 as 
„.n.=r.^r 1. 1 Us a tan^bU an. usc^. -ult. An,o„g oth. things, cla,. as 
::::;ls.h.s«po.Wla«.aca,,.o,b.««..onl„.-«™ 
cotresponding ftmCion In a second .anguag. using .h. d«cnp«on ,nfonn.«on, v,.*ou. 
pissing the deflnition of the flmctio." Su* Uansiating has Poetical ut.hty and tathct has a 
tangible result. 

,„ view ot th, abov. reasons, applicants respectfully submit that fte subject man« of 
claint 1 fUfills the re^ulren-ents of 3= U.S.C. 5 101 and .Indly request that th. re.eOon to claim 
I under 35 U.S.C § 101 be withdrawn. 

Claims 2-'S and 6- 10 

ClaimaW and 6-10 depend from claim 1 and meet the requirements of 35 "S'^- « 
fer at least the reasons presentedabovewithrespect to Claim 1. Applicants tondl, request mat 
the rejection to claims 2-3 and 6-10 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 be withdrawn. 
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riftim 29 

Amended claim 29 recites: 

i«„ . .0 a co.«^ndta, in . second lan^ag. *e 

CU.n, » . a ..di„. c,ai» and . di^ .0 a .anufa.»a. .h.efo« » a ~ 
U«.U8el.fail,«y>ddaconcr«e,u«*.l«.d«n8.bl.r«uU.»r«lu.redby 

taguag. into a oall to a corresponding function in a second language. 

,„vie» of tha above reason,. Applicants rcspcctAtily submit tl»t the ^biectmaner of 
c,ain,29.i..«.is.berc,uiren.ent3 0t,5U.S.C.8 ,0, and Kindly rcueat .bat the re;ec„on 

Claim 29 under 35 U.S.C § 101 be withdrawn, 

Claims 30^32 and 34-38 depend from claim 29 and meet the requirements of 35 U.S.C. § 
,0.forarJtthereasonspre.entedahcvewithrespecttoclaim29.AppHcant.^ 

that the rejection to claim. 30-32 and 34-38 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 be withdrawn. 



riafm ReiP "*^'>r^ - 3S U.S.C- 8 }M 
Claims 1.7. U-n. 17, 20, 29.35, 39. 40.41. 45 and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 5 
,02(b) as being »>,icipa.«i by Shannon « al.. "Mapping the Interfile Descrtption language 



PACE 18M ' RCVD AT lllirmt 4:(I2:2] PM lEKteni SlaiM llml ■ SVRiUSPTOfFXW 



11/17/2006 17:01 FAX 6177424214 



LAHIVE&COCKFIELD 



i|018/026 



Docket No.: MWS-077RCE 

Application No.: 09/911.819 

Typ.M0d», inC.Nov^ber ,989.,EEET,»,.^U.., on Engia«H„g, Vol. .5. No. 

,r(h.reinaftcr Shimon). AppUoanu respec^U, «v«se r^=cBon. 

niaim 1 



U,. .canWon o,*, ..ncUon." Sharon ^, no. d,.>o» f.a»c. 

1. cuon, of coop^aac p,oc.a«, in a progra^-in, «vi.on.cu,. <p..e . 333 , 

rZ.,. ..a....o«..a™,o,^*.-i».c^-»-^^^^ 
efficiently As opposed to data structures, functions perfom a specific task, an op 

IDL type Boolean, i ne yp Shannon does not disclose 

second language," as required by claim 1 . 

A, such. Sharon does no, di^los. .he f...u,ca of .n»nd=a Cain, > « Shannon 
ai.,o«each.nd,vc..an,».of..>n,..A.».ain..y.App«~^^^ 
Examh>«u„.consl<ier.ndwi*draw Aa«i.c«onofolaim ! undarU.S.C. § 102. 

Claims 2-7 

C^> 1.1 depend on clain. 1 and as sueh incorpo,a« each ^ ever, el«n=n. of dai,n 
,T.,:reL=2.7a.ea,.ow*,.fo.«»s,.ne.=aso„saiscussed.hovefo,<^^^^^^ 

If L above _.s, AppUoan^ .ind., ™,ues. .he Examine, « reeona,der «,d w,.hdraw *e 

rejection of claims 2-7 tinder U.S.C § 102. 
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t^laim 1 1 

.h. Ex^in^ as disclosing*.. f=.u«r.f...oU»roL„ode dec— ^^^^^^^ 
specified in IDL. (Otfic. Action, pasc 6, las. pa«g«pl». Shannon does no, disclose m= of 
rton l«ms, eaohLc^n inciuding S.,.o.fiMM™ti^.^^^ 
clain, U . AS argued above, *e d.scrip«on in£bnn«ion of*, present apphcation .s dtfTercn. 
than IDL basic types of data structures. 

Furthcnnore, Shannon di«.loses U3L sm.cn.,e specifications and C language only. 

Snecifically themappin, disclosed in Sha™,o„ is directed to a specific target language, namdy 

Tcr^ge. ClZ 'recites ...descHptioninfonnationenahle^ 

ft^tion in a firs, language into a call to a oo,r«p«,ding function m a s.,s»dJaiEli^. ^ 
tort of this claim does not include "the C language." 

AS such. Shannon does no, anticipate claim 1 1 as Shannon fails to disclose each and 
eve^ element of clain,H.According.y,Applican,. respectfully .^ques, the E«m.ner to 

reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claim 1 1 under U.S.C. § 102(b). 
nf'T1l2-1? '•'and 20 

Claims 12-13, 17 and 20 dep««l on claim 1 1 and as such incorporat. each «.d every 
element of claim , 1 . Claims 12-1 3. 17 and 20 are therefore allowable for the s««. reasons « 

claimll. ,„vie«of,heabovere»>o„spresen,edi«coniunction«ithindependen,cl.,m 1. 
Applicants Wndly recuest that the Examiner reconsider and wi4dra«*ereiecnon of claims 12- 
13, 17 and 20 under U.S.C. § 102(b). 



1 /* 
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qaims 29^35 

Clstas 30.35 <l.p«d on claim 29 »d » such incorporate each and ever, element of 
29 Claim 29 reci«a "crea^ to«ti.aiota^ ftom .he defln luon 

o'ZlcUo„a.sccia.d^..a..tlan,u.»e;..« 

,»„^age into a call « a corre^ndin. ftmCon in a second lan,ua,c «>.Jtei™ 
,„>i^ofre.3on.pre»„«d»i*reapec..oclaimi abov^cU^^^^^^^^^^^ 

,a«n..hle fea-urea. Applicant respec*.., suhml. .h« S^o^ ^ 
ofclaims29-35. TheTefore.Shannondoesnot9upportavahd35U,S.C,Si K } 

cLir29-35. Accoraingly. Appli^^^ ^r..^y re.ue. that Examiner .econs.der and 
withdraw the rejection of claims 29-35 under U.S.C. § l02Cb). 

OV^.^^^O-A145 and 48 

Claims « and « depend on claim 39 and as such incorpora„ 

.lemen. of Calm 39. Claim 39 reclres "provide a «le of de^ripUon 

^■,.^,.;„,„„..,o.r.nsl.te a firs, program file into a s«>ond program fl e^ In o 
^ .,.„i.iml cLims 39.41, 45 and 48 include patentable 

39.41 45 and 48. Therefore. Shannon does not support a vaUd 35 U.S.C. §102(b)rej 

J- 1 A««iin««teTe«nectfully request that the Examiner 
claims 39-4U 45 and 48. AccordinBly, Apphcants respectfully req 

reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claims 39-41 . 45 and 4S under U.S.C. § 102(b). 

Claims 8-10. .4.16. 18-19. 36-38, 42-44 and 46-47 are relected under 35 U.S.C. 5 103(.) 
„ ^i„g u„p..«,ublc over Shannon « al., "Mapping .he .o.erf^ 

Model in C," November 1989. IBEE Transactions on Software Engmeenng. V"™^ • "> 
viev, of Bjame S«ousm.p. C^ Progr^nming U»guage-.2- Ed..,on, copyr,gh. .991 
(hereinafter S.roustrurt. Applicants respectfully ^averse this rcjcoon. 



1 f 
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niftims 

Claim. MO <tep«d fron, tadcpend.-. cWm 1 « -ch Incrpo-ate .«h and cv«, 
,l.m«>t of claim I The combination of Sham,on and S™»«mp do no. .»ch or 

^viA . first language." as rc,»«d by claim I. and tos. claims 8-10. 

For e«mpW. Shamron is sit». v,i«, roapac. » "cr^dng .bo». 
,HeJ;nLm.b;dcfini«o.of..nc«onaas,cla»d«i..f^.anp^ 

..^a«„.o— sofSHannon.^^-..;^^^^^ 
Stroustrup describes the programming language C-H-. The language lae 

.o L command lln. .rg^nom. a"- *. v.«s of .rgum«« U, C-,(~ 

sacHon 3,1 .6). Thl. is no. s«n. as nh. dcsc.ip.lon infonnaUon- ,ac>«d in cla.m, .-.0. 

S»o«n.p describaa how » p.«.«. ». «<P««i°" « » "■™""«' 
<Sm,us»up page 8T, sec«on 3.1.«. S..o»s«up rcci.cs "main 0 is given ««0 argumcn.s 
^ifying". number of ar^cn«, usu.il. caliad argc. ^ an arra, — ^^a 
called argv, The argument are characUr srtngs, so ft. We of argv -s char.[argc*ll. The 
command line argumenrs corresponding -o an expression are no. U.e ^ "^^^ 

abou. U.e functon ftom *e definition of a ftmcion .ssoci«.d a firs, language , as re,„«d 

X ..and mus. Caims MO. The combination of Shannon and oes n« c„e 

L each reference fails «. -each or sugges. each and every el«nen. of Cam. . ^P-" 
Innon and S»oup fail » uach or sugges. issSOBtaM^ '^ou. a fimcon assocatcd 

with a first language. 

Assuch,Claims8.10arcpatentabl.ov=rShannoninyiewotSm.us.rapas.h. 

comb,na.io„ of Shannon and S«ous,rup m .o .each or sugges. each and every ^'-»< ~ 
8.10. Accordingly, Applicant respectfully re,ues. «,e Examiner .o rccons,dcr and w,.hdraw fte 
rejection of claims 8-10 under U.S.C. § 103(a). 



1 r 
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r^i.^^, 1^,1 A and 18-19 

language. 

As,u=h,aa.o« ,4.,6 ana ,8-1. =^pa»n.*-= Shannon in view of S,r,«sm.p^ 
«„ combination of Sh»™on and S^ua.n.p fai. .o .each o. ,u,6«. evar. . cman. 

Cai™. .4-16 and 1S-,9. A— Applies.. "'^ ts cT « 
™»„id.r and ™i*d««th.-.jacdon of claim, H-lSand 18-19 n„d«U.S.C. S 103(a). 

r.laims 36-38 

Cl»ma 36-38 dcfnd f"™ W^P^^en. claim 29 and a. sn* incoiporMe each and evo-y 
al.n,cn.ofclaim29. The combinalion of Sh»mon and S«o»so:up do not «ach or su6S« 
:.„ea..d^.rtoi.,U— snabouttha ft^ncion fton, the definition of .ho*ancuonassoo.a.ed 
with a f.«. Umgnag.-, and a call to the function in language mto a call to a 

corrc^ndine function in a second language „slnga,.ds£d«itoJBanB9tt^ 

p,„ce,,in6 the definition ofthefi-ncti^r as re,u..cd by cl«m29.andthua.cla,ms360^8^^^ 

Applioanu «sp,ctfUly submit to. Shannon, in view of Sttoustrup, does m disclose all the 
fIL of claims 36-38. Accordingly, Applicants Ulndly request dte EKamlner to «cons,d=r 
and withdraw the injection of claims 36-38 under U.S.C. § 103(a). 

'Tltll TlS ^^•'''^ 

Claim. 42-44 and 46-47 depend ftom claim 39 «.d M such Incotporate each and every 
element of claim 39. The combination of Shimon «td Stroustrup do not teach « 
..provide a flic of descnption items, each item including .r ^ ripHon i,lfOTm.t.»n about a Smctton 
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fll. into . .^ond program fil.," as required by cl.ta. 39. »nd ftus ddm» 4M4 md 46-^7^ 
AnpUcmts revectMIy submit that Shimon, to -i^ of Stroustrup, docs na d,sclosc .11 
ft.turesofcl.ims42-44»d46.47. Accordingly. AppUc».sld,Kily r«,u.s, that th. Ex»>n« 
reconsider and withdraw the rejection of claim, 42-14 and 46-47 under U.S.C. § 103(a). 

Claims 21-28 and 49-56 ^ rejected under 35 U.S.C. S 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Elmroth .. al„ "A Web Computing Environment tor the SLICOT Library- December 
20OO. BritcEur»n HI, Networks Progr^nm. NICONET (hereinafter Elmroth), m v.e« of 
Research Systems, -IDL". copyright 1994, father in view of Shannon e, al.. "Mappmg the 
interface DeseripUon Language Type Mode, in C». November 1 989. .EEE TrsnsaCons on 
Software Engineering. Applicants respectfully traverse this rejection. 

Claim 21 

Claim 21 recites "the description file Including He,m rti"n inf9m«i°n 
tunc^on in the library file." Elmroth, in view of Research Systems, further in view of Shamtcn 
does not teach or suggest this limitation. 

Elmroa. disclose, a prototype computing environment for computations related toOte 
design and analysU of control systems using Submutlne Library In Systems and Cfutro, "n^eon^ 
sofJare library. The language identifed by the E^iner refers to the po^lt^ » 
Lnload matrices in Fortran daU forma,. Late, fonn.. Matlab and SClab btnary (onna. n me 
ocal compute, and to save complete sessions. (Elmroth page 6. 1 1). The abrhty » download a 
fiTel different fbrmats Is no. the same as "creating a ftaKtion library and — 
the library file" "wherein the description information enables translation of a call to the fW»uon 
fn rfl^t language into a call to a corresponding function the second language," as re,u.red by 
claim 21. 

The Examiner states that Res«.ch Systems discloses definition language, IDL and 
mapping various appUcaUon functions «. a founh-gr^ie generation programmmg language ahlce 
rr:rg.DLl(Off.ceActio„,pageU,.toe4).Applicantshav.previo«^ 

ii-j \/f<.«,h -js ions') and continue to argue that the lUi. 
the Response to Office Action mailed March 25, 2UU3; ana w 
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l„..age of R«e»ch Systems is no the same IDL of an Interface Description Language as 
tefened in Shannon. The IDL of Research Sy«e«. is m advan^d softv^re for dau analysts. 
Visualization .nd application developtnent. Research System, use IDL as an ahbrevtatton for 
- ta,era=,iveDa..L..«ua,..Shannonuses.DL.sanabbr.via,ionforIn.erf.c.Desc^^^^^^ 

Language. Thus, U,. Ex«niner-s reference to Research Systems TDL ts no, relevant to the 
disclosure of ShBWon and further is not n>l.v«lt to the elements of datm 21. 

AS such, AppUcnts respectfttlly suW. that claim 21 is P«.n..ble over Enroth in view 
Of Rese^ch Syst^n. in ftuther vie» of Shannon as the comWnaUon cf Eltnroth. R«..rch 

systems and Shannon fail «. disclose or suggest each -,d every element of cla^^. ^ 
Accordingly.AppllcanUrespectfullyrCuesttheBx^niner to reconstde, and withdraw the 

rejection of claim 21 under U.S.C. § 10}(«). 

ruims 22-28 

cairns 22-28 depend f.o. independent clai. 21 and as such incorporate each and every 
,«.entofclaim21. Claims 22-28 are therefore allowable for the san.e reasons as ca.^ ^ 
view of the above comments. Applicants kindly request the Examiner to reconsider and 
withdraw the rejection of claims 22-28 under U.S.C. § 103(a). 

riftims 49-56 

Claims 50-56 depend on claim 49 and as such iucorpor«e each and every element cf 
eleim 49. The combination of Elmroth. Research System, and Shannon do not teach or suggest 
t description nl. including ^...oM— Sanction '"^^^ " 

«,uir.d by claim 49, and thus claims 50-56. Applicant, respectfully submtt that Elmroth m 

RLarch Syst^n. in ^her viev. of Shannon also fails to detract t^m the pat^«ab^ y 
of clahns 49-56, Accordingly. Applicant respectfully request the Examtner to reconstde, and 
withdraw the rejection of claims 49-56 under U.S.C. § 103(a). 
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Anolicants believe the pending application is in 

„„d,,io„ for — and »rg. .h. Ex»,m« P 

Examiner f«Uta..Ul=conf.«n« would «P^tt the P" _ ^ 

Ex.mta«is urged .oconuotfte AppUcanU «.om., « (617)227 7400. 

^-„t of fees to our Deposit Account No. 
^ an, shorra^ or credi, ^y ^'^'^';'^^':^, ^ „f is 

. X Awr^ r\77RrE In the event tnai a peuuun ivi 
,,^80, ^ °'^'^'^^'-°ZZl^^ P^tirion -ice. no. .ocon,pan, .hU r«po„«, 

U,. undersigns! hereby pKinon, under 37 C.F.R. 5 . .„tt,„n«d to be ch«ged 

„onU«asar.re,«lred»render,hUs»bn,ission..m.ly. Anyfeedue.s. 

» the aforementioned Deposit Account. 

,„.c«oftheaboveren,...Appiicantsb.Ueve,Kep.nd,ngappHca.,on.sincondiaon 

for allowance. 

Respectfully submitted, 
Dated: November 17, 200e> . ^ 

Kevin J. Canning 




Registration No.: 35,470 
LAHIVE&COCKFIELD.LLP 

One Post Office Square 
Boston, Massachusetts 0210^ 

(617) 227-7400 
(617) 742-4214 (Fax) 
Attorney/Agent For Applicants 
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